
From: Marcus, Danny
To: Damico, Genevieve; Ogulei, David; Mooney, John; Woolums, Jane
Cc: Czerniak, George; Furey, Eileen
Subject: Meyer Steel Drum
Attachments: MEYER STEEL DRUM IEPA DISCUSSION POINTS.doc

- IEPA would like to discuss changes made to Meyer Steel Drum permit in response to EPA and Keith Harley comments.
- Would like to address strategy forward in light of petition issues.
- Meeting tentative at this time depending on Julie’s availability.  Julie Armitage, Ray Pilapil, and Michael Reed will be attending.

- I took the items that IEPA flagged for discussion within the permit and put them into this document:
- 
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MEYER STEEL DRUM IEPA DISCUSSION POINTS

1st agenda item – 

Operational and Production Requirements

A.
Pursuant to Permit 06030011, The maximum firing rate of the RTO shall not exceed 3.5 mmBtu/hour.  [T1]

B.
Pursuant to Section 39.5(7)(a) of the Act, the Permittee shall use only pipeline quality natural gas during operation of curing ovens associated with the coating lines or keep on file a document from the gas company certifying the sulfur content in the supplied natural gas does not exceed 2000 ppm.


C.
Pursuant to Permit 06030011, the only fuel fired in the RTO shall be pipeline quality natural gas. [T1]

D.
Pursuant to Permit 06030011, at all times, including periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction, the Permittee shall to the extent practicable operate the RTO system, including the capture ductwork, in a manner consistent with good air pollution control practices for minimizing emissions.  At minimum, these practices shall include the following:


I.
The RTO combustion chamber shall be preheated to at least 1600oF (the manufacturer’s recommended temperature) prior to venting any coating operations to the RTO system. [T1]

II.
During normal operation, the RTO combustion chamber temperature shall be maintained at a temperature of 
1600°F determined on a block hourly average. [T1]

III.
The Permittee shall operate the RTO system in accordance with written procedures developed and maintained for the operation of the system.  Among other matters, these procedures shall specify the preheat and operating temperatures, as required above, and the set point temperature(s) for the RTO. [T1]


2nd agenda item –


i.
Volatile Organic Material Requirements (VOM)

A.
Pursuant to Permit 91040073, emissions of VOM
 from the drum reclamation furnace (process emissions) shall not exceed 5.0 lbs/hr and 7.5 tons/year.
 [T1]

ii.
Compliance Method (VOM Requirements)

Testing


A.
Pursuant to Section 39.5(7)(b) and (d) of the Act, the VOM emissions from the drum reclamation furnace shall be determined according to Reference Method 25 or 25A of 40 CFR 60 Appendix A within 9 months of the effective date of this permit and every five years annually thereafter. The Permittee shall comply with all requirements in Section 7.1.

Monitoring





B.
Compliance with annual limits shall be determined based on the recordkeeping requirements and from a running total of 12 months of data.

C.
Pursuant to 40 CFR Part 64, Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) for Major Stationary Sources, the drum reclamation furnace is subject to 40 CFR Part 64.  The Permittee shall comply with the monitoring requirements of the CAM Plan described in Condition 7.5 and Table 7.5.2, pursuant to 40 CFR Part 64 as submitted in the Permittee’s CAM plan application.  At all times, the Permittee shall maintain the monitoring, including but not limited to, maintaining necessary parts for routine repairs of the monitoring equipment, pursuant to 40 CFR 64.7(a) and (b).


Recordkeeping


D.
Pursuant to Section 39.5(7)(b) and (e) of the Act, the Permittee shall maintain records of the following items for the drum reclamation furnace to demonstrate compliance with the applicable requirements:


I.
The afterburner combustion temperature during the time of operation;


II.
Inspection and maintenance logs for the drum reclamation furnace with all necessary repairs being performed with dates of maintenance actions taken;


III.
The VOM emissions in tons/month and tons/year from the drum reclamation furnace with supporting calculations. 

IV.
The afterburner temperature records for all periods of operation on the drum reclamation furnace.


3rd agenda item – 


.
i.  Nitrogen Oxide Emissions Requirements (NOx)


A.
Pursuant to Permit 91040073, emissions of NOx from the drum reclamation furnace (process emissions) shall not exceed 1.43 lbs/hr and 2.1 tons/year. [T1]


ii.
Compliance Method (NOx Requirements)


Testing


A.
Pursuant to Section 39.5(7)(b) and (d) of the Act, the NOx emissions from the drum reclamation furnace shall be determined according to Reference Method 17 of 40 CFR 60 Appendix A within 9 months of the effective date of this permit. The Permittee shall comply with all requirements in Section 7.1.

Recordkeeping


B.
Pursuant to Section 39.5(7)(b) and (e) of the Act, the Permittee shall maintain records of the following items for the drum reclamation furnace to demonstrate compliance with the applicable requirements:


I.
The NOx emissions in tons/month and tons/year from the drum reclamation furnace with supporting calculations.

4th agenda item


		6.
Compliance Schedule Requirements





The Illinois EPA, during a follow-up application and permit file review as a result of alleged permit deficiencies identified in comments, found sufficient evidence based on a stack test performed on the RTO in May of 2008 that the Permittee is in violation of Construction Permit 06030011, the CO and VOM limit in Condition 4.1.2(d) and (e).  In addition, there is sufficient evidence to suggest that the RTO may not be performing as designed for all regulated pollutants.


a.
The Permittee shall comply with the following schedule of compliance applicable to the RTO used for coating line emissions:


b.
Enforceable Compliance Schedule


		Commitment

		Timing



		Submit a test protocol in accordance with Condition 7.? 

		



		Submit a notification of actual test date

		



		Perform testing

		



		Submit test results

		



		Apply for all permit modifications as appropriate based on test results


		





c.
The testing required in Condition 7.6(b) above shall be performed under the following conditions 



i.
Representative of maximum pollutant loading at the inlet of the RTO,



ii.
RTO combustion chamber operating at a minimum of 1600oF, and 



iii.
All pollutants regulated in Condition 4.1.1 shall be tested.

d.
Submittal of Progress Reports


Quarterly Progress Reports shall be submitted beginning with the xxxxxxxxx quarter of xxxxxxxx and ending upon the achievement of compliance. Each quarterly report shall be submitted no later than 30 days after the end of the corresponding calendar quarter. The Progress Report shall contain at least the following:


i.
The required date for achieving commitments, and actual dates when such commitments were achieved.


ii.
Any commitments accepted by the Permittee or otherwise established for the RTO as part of any Compliance Committment Agreement or Order, with the associated timing for each commitment.


iii.
A discussion of progress in complying with commitments that are subject to future deadlines.


iv.
If any commitment was not met, an explanation of why the required timeframe or commitment was not met, and any preventive or corrective measures adopted to achieve required commitment.

�Still deciding whether this should be 1700 based on the test results showing only 83% control vs. manufacturer guarantee of >95%.  The cp required this temperature be set for highly effective VOM destruction.  Agenda item.



�The underlying c.p. regulates OM which is a larger number than VOM.  In addition, some of the OM can be odor causing chemistry.



�Inconsistent with underlying c.p. limits which are 0.84lb/hr and 1.3tpy.  Not sure why these were increased.  Stack test at 93% capacity in 1992 was 2.73lbs/hr.  Still even further, VOM is a smaller portion of OM and yet we increased the limits.  Agenda item.



�Were not deleted.  Just moved to 4.2.2(d)(i)(B).



�Moved to before Monitoring consistent with layout of compliance methodology.



�The underlying construction permit includes this requirment and does not state that this limit will go away or be changed after stack testing results as did the PM and OM limits.



�Given the requirment was missed in previous permitting actions, the NOx has never been tested to demonstrate compliance.  Agenda item.



�Will be determined at a future time when closer to final.  Likely will be within “x” months of permit becoming effective.  Agenda item.








